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The National Prohibition Act in Its 
Relation to Section 3450 R. S. 


By MABEL WALKER WILLEBRANDT, Assistant Attorney General of the United States 


THE enforcement of 


Act the Government has 
tl been confronted with in- 
numerable difficulties, both antici- 
pated and unforeseen, some of 
which have arisen from weak- 
nesses and ambiguities in the Act 
itself. No part of the Act has 
proved more troublesome than § 
26 of Title II, providing for the 
seizure and forfeiture of vehicles 
used in the illegal transportation 
of intoxicating liquor. 

This section has been found to 
be impracticable in its operation 
because of its provisions author- 
izing the delivery of seized vehicles 
to claimants upon the giving of 
bonds for the return of the vehi- 
cles at the time of trial to abide the 
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judgment of court; because of the 
forfeiture being made dependent 
upon the conviction of the persons 
in charge of the vehicles at the time 
of the arrest and seizure; and be- 
cause of the opportunity afforded 
third-party claimants to come into 
court and establish ownership in 
the vehicles or to assert bona fide 
liens against the proceeds from the 
sales of such vehicles. These equit- 
able provisions of the statute de- 
feated its very purpose. Persons 
engaging in illicit traffic in intoxi- 
cating liquors were able to cover up 
their ownership or interest in the 
vehicle and save it from forfeiture 
by mortgaging it or even arranging 
with confederates, against whom 
no wrongdoing could be proved, to 
come in as claimants and rescue 
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the seized property. A bootlegger 
when purchasing an automobile 
will frequently make only a small 
initial payment, followed by equal- 
ly small monthly installments, so 
that if his interest in the car is for- 
feited his loss will be kept at a 
minimum. Moreover, the require- 
ment that the person in charge of 
the vehicle must first be convicted 
in a criminal prosecution before 
the vehicle can be forfeited has re- 
sulted in great delays, the accu- 
mulation of expensive storage 
charges, and the congestion of 
court dockets. 


For these reasons, and inasmuch 
as the liquor illegally transported 
was usually also untaxpaid, the 
Government adopted the general 
policy of forfeiting seized vehicles 
under an internal revenue statute 
enacted in 1866—Section 3450 of 
the Revised Statutes, U. 8. C. title 
26, §§ 1181, 1182, which provides 
for the forfeiture of vehicles used 
in the removal, deposit or conceal- 
ment of taxable articles with intent 
to defraud the Government of the 
tax thereon. Under this section 
the res is considered the offender 
and third-party claimants are not 
privileged to intervene, neither 
does forfeiture depend upon a 
criminal prosecution. It was found 
that this section afforded a much 
more summary and effective meth- 
od of dealing with forfeitures, and 
United States Attorneys through- 
out the country were encouraged 
to institute like proceedings under 
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§ 3450 whenever the evidence clear- 
ly showed tax. evasion so as to 
justify such action. 

This procedure on the part of 
the Government gave rise to a di- 
versity of opinions in the lower 
Federal courts, many of them hold- 
ing that § 3450 had been repealed 
and superseded by § 26 of the Na- 
tional Prohibition Act. Some of 
the decisions were rendered before 
the enactment of the Act Supple- 
mental to the National Prohibition 
Act (42 Stat. at L. 222, chap. 134, 
U. S. C. title 27, § 3), which pro- 
vided in § 5 that all laws in regard 
to the manufacture and taxation of 
and traffic in intoxicating liquor 
that were in force when the Na- 
tional Prohibition Act was enacted 
should continue in force, except 
such laws as were directly in con- 
flict with the National Prohibition 
Act or the Supplemental Act. 

The confusion resulting from the 
conflict of the lower Federal courts 
made very apparent the necessity 
of obtaining from the Supreme 
Court an answer to the question 
whether there was such a direct 
conflict between § 26 of the Na- 
tional Prohibition Act and § 3450 
Rev. Stat. as to bring about the 
repeal of the latter. The Govern- 
ment therefore embraced an early 
opportunity to get this question be- 
fore the Supreme Court by filing a 
petition for certiorari in a case 
which had been decided against the 
Government’s contentions by the 
Circuit Court of Appeals for the 
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Fifth Circuit. This was the case 
of United States v. One Ford 
Coupe. It was twice argued and 
was not finally decided until No- 
vember 22, 1926, though the Gov- 
ernment’s petition for certiorari 
was filed in May, 1925. With the 
Ford Coupe Case was heard also 
the case of Port Gardner Invest- 
ment Company v. United States, 
which came before the Supreme 
Court on certificate from the Cir- 
cuit Court of Appeals for the Ninth 
Circuit. The opinion of the Su- 
preme Court in the Port Gardner 
Case was handed down the day 
following that in the Ford Coupe 
Case. (See 272 U. S. 321, 71 L. 
ed. 279, 47 A.L.R. 1025, 47 Sup. 
Ct. Rep. 154, 272 U. S. 564, 71 
L. ed. 412, 47 Sup. Ct. Rep. 165.) 

The facts in these two cases were 
to some extent similar, but there 
was one very important difference 
which gave rise to an additional 
question in the Port Gardner Case, 
namely, whether the prosecution 
of the driver of the car under 
the National Prohibition Act con- 
stituted an election by the Gov- 
ernment to proceed under § 26 
of that Act and thereby prevent- 
ed the forfeiture of the car under 
§ 3450 Rev. Stat. In the Ford 
Coupe Case the libel of for- 
feiture under § 3450 alleged that 
the automobile was being used to 
deposit and conceal distilled spirits 
with intent to defraud the United 
States of the tax thereon. No ac- 
tion was brought against the driv- 


er of the car. The Garth Motor 
Company intervened as owner of 
the car, asserting that it had no 
knowledge that the automobile was 
being used in any illegal manner. 
In the Port Gardner Case a similar 
libel was filed against the car with 
like intervention on the part of the 
Port Gardner Investment Com- 
pany, the difference being, as indi- 
cated above, that before the libel 
was filed against the car the driver 
had been charged with possession 
and transportation of intoxicating 
liquor in violation of the National 
Prohibition Act, had pleaded guilty 
to both charges, and had been sen- 
tenced to pay a fine. 

On the principal point in the 
cases the Supreme Court held that 
§ 3450 Rev. Stat. had not been 
repealed by § 26 of the National 
Prohibition Act, but was. still 
available to. the Government in a 
proper case; that § 26 was not 


-intended generally to protect inno- 


cent interests nor to apply gener- 
ally to violations of the National 
Prohibition Act or the revenue 
laws, but that it applied only to 
cases of forfeiture incident to the 
prosecution, as therein provided, of 
a person transporting liquor by 
vehicle in violation of the Prohibi- 
tion Act. The Court was careful 
to point out that the libel in the 
Ford Coupe Case alleged merely 
that the automobile was used to de- 
posit and conceal untaxpaid dis- 
tilled spirits and that there was no 
allegation that the liquor was trans- 
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ported in violation of law or that 
the driver was arrested and prose- 
cuted. Therefore, the Court held, 
the vehicle was subject to forfei- 
ture under § 3450 and not under § 
26. 

In the Port Gardner Case, how- 
ever, the Supreme Court held that 
as the driver had been prosecuted 
“with effect” under § 26 of the Na- 
tional Prohibition Act, this consti- 
tuted an election by the Govern- 
ment to proceed under that statute, 
so that the vehicle had to be for- 
feited as therein provided and 
could not be proceeded against 
under § 3450 Rev. Stat. The Court 
did not decide at what stage of 
the trial, short of a conviction, the 
Government must elect whether it 
will proceed under § 26 or some 
other statute, but said it would 
not determine whether the mere 
commencement of a proceeding un- 
der § 26 constitutes an election. 


It will thus be seen that these 
decisions, while greatly clarifying 
the situation, did not go the whole 
length necessary to include all 
cases which might arise and indeed 


have arisen. There is now pend- 
ing before the Supreme Court a 
case involving the exact point left 
open in the Ford Coupe and Port 
Gardner decisions. This is the case 
of Commercial Credit Company v. 
United States, in which certiorari 
to the Circuit Court of Appeals 
for the Ninth Circuit was grant- 
ed to the petitioner, without opposi- 
tion by the Government, — U. S. 
—, 72 L. ed. (Adv. 104), 48 Sup. 
Ct. Rep. 20. The automobile in- 
volved in this case was actually 
in motion and was transporting un- 
taxed liquor at the time of its seiz- 
ure. Suit was instituted against 
the driver for possession and 
transportation in violation of the 
National Prohibition Act. He 
pleaded guilty to the unlawful pos- 
session, and the transportation 
charge was dismissed. Proceed- 
ings were then brought to forfeit 
the car under § 3450. Since the 


- driver was not prosecuted “with 


effect” under the transportation 
charge, was the car properly for- 
feitable under § 3450? The deci- 
sion of the Supreme Court in this 
case is awaited with interest. 
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Are Gains from Illicit Trafhe in 
Liquor Subject to Income Tax? 


+e THE cases_ which 
(have arisen on _ this 
(] | question it seems to be 
{ladmitted or assumed 
8 that gains from unlaw- 
ful business may be subjected to in- 
come tax, the differences of opinion 
arising on the question whether 
Congress intended to impose such 
a tax. While the courts have tak- 
en the view that profits derived 
from illegal traffic in intoxicating 
liquor are income within the mean- 
ing of the Federal statutes, yet the 
question has not apparently arisen 
in a sufficiently large number of 
cases, especially in view of the dis- 
sent in some of the cases in which 
it has arisen, so that it can be re- 
garded as settled. The subject is 
annotated in 43 A.L.R. 799 and 51 
A.L.R. 1026, where English and 
American decisions are gathered. 


The case of United States v. 
Yuginovich, 256 U. S. 450, 65 L. 
ed. 1043, 41 Sup. Ct. Rep. 551, has 
been regarded as establishing the 
power of Congress to levy an in- 
come tax on gains from an illicit 
business. The court there said it 
had no question but that Congress 
might, under the broad authority 
of the taxing power, tax intoxicat- 
ing liquors notwithstanding their 
production was prohibited and 
punished. The court said further 
that it agreed with the view that, 
while Congress manifested an in- 
tention to tax liquors illegally as 
well as those legally produced, 


which was within its constitu- 
tional power, it did not intend to 
preserve the old penalties in ad- 
dition to the specific provisions for 
punishment made in the Volstead 
Act. And it was held that, so far 
as intoxicating liquor intended 
for beverage purposes was con- 
cerned, the provisions of the Fed- 
eral statute making it a criminal 
offense to defraud the United 
States of a tax on spirits distilled 
by one carrying on the business of 
a distillery must be regarded as 
repealed by the National Prohibi- 
tion Act of 1919. 

In the later case of United 
States v. Sullivan, 274 U. S. 259, 71 
L. ed. 1037, 47 Sup. Ct. Rep. 607, 
51 A.L.R. 1020, it was expressly 
held that gains derived from illicit 
traffic in liquor are subject to in- 
come tax under the provisions of 
the Revenue Act of 1921, declar- 
ing that gross income includes 
gains, profits, and income derived 
from the transaction of any busi- 
ness carried on for gain or profit, 
or gains or profit or income derived 
from any source whatever. 

This case also holds that one en- 
gaged in illicit traffic in intoxicat- 
ing liquor cannot refuse to make 
a return for income tax purposes, 
but if the form of the return calls 
for answers which he is privileged 
from making under the provisions 
of the Constitution, he must raise 
the objection in the return. 


Investigate the present special low terms on R. C. L. 





CASE AND COMMENT 


Admissibility of Evidence Obtained 
by Illegal Search and Seizure 


RESESES8HE subject of the ad- 
(I ll) missibility of evidence 
{{| | (]obtained by an unlaw- 
ful search and seizure 
3 has been considered in 
a series of annotations in 24 
A.L.R. 1408; 32 A.L.R. 408; 41 
A.L.R. 1145; and 52 A.L.R. 477. 
The term “evidence,” as employed 
in this connection, includes infor- 
mation obtained in an_ illegal 
search, and introduced, or about to 
be introduced, in a case by way of 
testimony, as well as_ physical 
property. 

A review of the decisions gath- 
ered in these annotations discloses 
that there are at present twenty- 
eight states which follow the rule 
of admissibility, and sixteen which 
follow the rule of inadmissibility, 
with Hawaii and Canada following 
the former, and the Federal courts, 
headed by the Supreme Court and 
including the courts of the District 
of Columbia, following the latter. 
In addition to these the Washing- 
ton courts have had the question 
before them several times, but it 
is doubtful which rule they now 
follow; probably the rule of admis- 
sibility, however. 

The twenty-eight states favor- 
ing admissibility are: Alabama, 
Arkansas, California, Colorado, 
Connecticut, Delaware, Georgia, 
Iowa, Kansas, Louisiana, Maine, 
Maryland, Massachusetts, Minne- 
sota, Nebraska, Nevada, New 
Hampshire, New Jersey, New 
Mexico, New York, North Carolina, 
North Dakota, Ohio, South Caro- 
lina, South Dakota, Utah, Ver- 
mont, Virginia. 


The sixteen states favoring inad- 
missibility are: Florida, Idaho, 
Illinois, Indiana, Kentucky, Michi- 
gan, Mississippi, Missouri, Mon- 
tana, Oklahoma, Oregon, Tennes- 
see, Texas, West Virginia, Wiscon- 
sin, Wyoming. 

Of the above states favoring ad- 
missibility, only one, Iowa, has 
changed from an originally con- 
trary view, while of the sixteen 
states favoring inadmissibility 
only six of them were originally of 
that view. 

The question of admissibility 
continues to arise quite frequently, 
and occasionally the court goes into 
an exhaustive review of the deci- 
sions to determine whether the 
rule in the particular state should 
be changed or not. 

It has been held in a number of 
cases that ordinarily the defend- 
ant should raise the objection be- 
fore trial that evidence was ob- 
tained by illegal search and seiz- 
ure. In some jurisdictions it is 
not necessary to raise the question 
before trial. The time of applica- 
tion appears in general to be a 
mere matter of practice regulation. 

Evidence obtained by an unlaw- 
ful search or seizure by private 
persons is said not to be objection- 
able. In the Federal courts the 
state authorities are considered as 
strangers so far as the use of evi- 
dence obtained by them by 
searches and seizures is concerned, 
and therefore evidence obtained in 
an unlawful search and seizure by 
such authorities is admissible. 
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Effect of Eighteenth Amendment on 
Covenant Restricting Sale of Liquor 


oon Mae case of Isaacs v. 
i - tire 245 N. Y. 77, 


156 N. E. 621, which is 
annotated in 51 A‘L.R. 
ca 1454, holds that a cove- 
nant in a deed by a previous grant- 
or that no wine or malt or spiritu- 
ous liquors should be sold upon the 
premises, was an encumbrance 
upon the title, since it went further 
than the National Prohibition Act, 
which prohibits sales for beverage 
purposes only, but allows sales for 
certain purposes under certain 
regulations, whereas the covenant 
prohibited sales for all purposes 
whatsoever. 

Only a few cases have considered 
the question, and all but two of 
these, as appears by the annota- 
tion in 51 A.L.R. 1454, recognize 
that a restriction against the man- 
ufacture or sale of intoxicating 
liquor renders the title unmarket- 
able, or is a breach of a covenant 
of title or against encumbrances. 

It is held in Genske v. Jensen, 
188 Wis. 17, 205 N. W. 548, that a 
restriction made by the common 
grantor of lots against the sale of 
intoxicating liquors thereon, and 
providing for forfeiture to the 
grantor in case of any such sale, 
affects the property, unless re- 
moved or released, and constitutes 
an encumbrance entitling a pur- 
chaser who was to receive a mer- 
— title to refuse to take 
itle, 


A condition in a deed by prior 
grantors against the manufacture 
or sale of intoxicating beverages 
on the premises, with reversion 
to the grantor upon condition brok- 
en, is held in Weinberg v. Sanders, 
204 App. Div. 409, 198 N. Y. Supp. 
121, to justify the action of a 
vendee in refusing to accept title, 
and he is entitled to recover back 
the purchase money, he being en- 
titled to a title which is market- 
able,—that is, free from the ne- 
cessity of a suit at law to adjudi- 
cate its validity. 

But in Postley v. Kafka, 213 App. 
Div. 595, 211 N. Y. Supp. 382, the 
court gave as a reason why a condi- 
tion by an original grantor of lots 
that no intoxicating liquor should 
be manufactured or sold thereon 
no longer burdened the land, the 
fact that “the prohibition against 
the manufacture and sale of in- 
toxicating liquors is now merely 
expressive of the fundamental law 
of the entire country.” In view 
of the decision in Isaacs v. 
Schmick, first above cited, the 
value of this statement is ques- 
tionable. However, it is obvious, 
that since the adoption of the 
Eighteenth Amendment to the 
Federal Constitution, a covenant 
that no wine, or malt or spirituous 
liquor shall be sold upon the prem- 
ises for beverage purposes does 
not make the title to real estate 
unmarketable. 
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Of right s and wrong he taught Truths 
as refined as ever Athens heard.—John Armstrong. 


Alteration of instruments — for- 
gery — innocent purchaser. A build- 
er who executes a note and mortgage 
payable to a specified person, who was 
to make a Joan, and leaves the instru- 
ment with the loan broker for delivery 
to the lender, is held entitled in Gra- 
ham v. Sinderman, 238 Mich. 210, 213 
N. W. 200, to have the mortgage dis- 
charged and the note canceled, as 
against an innocent purchaser to 
whom the loan broker transferred 
them, after altering them in a manner 
apparent to casual inspection, by 
changing names, dates, and amounts, 
and appropriated the amount received. 

Annotation on alteration of instru- 
ment by agent as binding on princi- 
pal is appended to this case in 51 
A.L.R. 1225. 


Bailment — effect of acts of 
bailee’s servant. Where a contract of 
bailment contains no exemption from 
liability on account of unauthorized 
acts of the servants of the bailee, no 
act of the servant of the bailee, wheth- 
er or not authorized by the bailee, 
committed while the servant is in pos- 
session of the subject of bailment by 
authority of the bailee, is held to be 
effective in the Ohio case of National 
Liberty Ins. Co. v. Sturtevant-Jones 


Co. 156 N. E. 446, to abrogate the 
contract between the bailor and the 
bailee, nor to absolve the bailee from 
liability to the bailor for a breach of 
such contract, which, if done by the 
bailee in person, would not accom- 
plish such result. 

This case is accompanied in 52 
A.L.R. 705 by annotation on liability 
of a bailee for damage to or destruc- 
tion of subject of bailment by servant 
acting for his own purposes or in vio- 
lation of his instructions. 


Banks — state’s waiver of preroga- 
tive right. A state is held in the 
Arkansas case of Maryland Casualty 
Co. v. Rainwater, 291 S. W. 1003, to 
waive its prerogative right to priority 
over other depositors when depositing 
money in a bank, by requiring a bond 
for its return and failing to reserve 
such right. 

The right in the absence of statute 
to preference in respect of deposit of 
public funds in an insolvent bank is 
treated in the annotation which ac- 
companies this case in 51 A.L.R. 1382. 


Banks — state — priority — in- 
solvent bank. That the state of 
North Carolina has not, under the 
principles of the common law, by rea- 
son of its sovereignty, the prerogative 
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right to prefer its claim over the 
claims of other like depositors, for its 
deposits made on open account in a 
bank which has become insolvent, is 
held in North Carolina Corp. Commis- 
sion v. Citizens Bank & T. Co. 193 N. 
C. 518, 137 S. E. 587, annotated in 
51 A.L.R. 1350 on state’s prerogative 
right of preference at common law. 


Bills and notes — indorsement to 
comaker — effect. Indorsement and 
delivery of a negotiable promissory 
note by the payee to one of several 
joint and several makers, after matu- 
rity and for valuable consideration, 
completely extinguishes the obligation 
of the note, and a subsequent similar 
assignment to a third person is held 
not to revive the note so as to make 
another maker liable to said holder in 
the California case of Bailes v. Keck, 
254 Pac. 573, which is followed in 51 
A.L.R. 930 by annotation on effect of 
indorsement and delivery of note to 
comakers. 


Brokers — effect of release by sell- 
er. In the absence of special contract, 
it is held in the Rhode Island case of 
Tarbell v. Bomes, 135 Atl. 604, that 
a broker for sale of real estate can- 
not be deprived of his commission by 
any agreement between buyer and sell- 
er for cancelation or release of a bind- 
ing contract of sale. 

Annotation on real estate broker’s 
right to commission as affected by 
failure or refusal of customer to com- 
ply with a valid contract is appended 
to this case in 51 A.L.R. 1390. 


Carriers — release — provision in 
pass. A provision in a railroad pass 
that the recipient assumes the risk of 
personal injuries and releases the car- 
rier from liability therefor is held in 
Wilder v. Pennsylvania R. Co. 245 N. 
Y. 36, 156 N. E. 88, not to be a re- 
lease in the sense that a joint tort- 
feasor can claim the benefit of it. 

This case is annotated in 52 A.L.R. 
188 on provision in carrier’s pass by 
which passenger assumes risk as af- 
fecting liability of joint tort-feasor 
with carrier. 


Carriers — requiring private car- 
rier to become public. The state, it 
is held in Purple Truck Garage Co. v. 
Campbell, 119 Or. 484, 250 Pac. 213, 
cannot compel private carriers upon 
its highways to submit to regulations 
of a public service commission the ef- 
fect of which will be practically to 
require them to become public car- 
riers. 

This case is accompanied in 51 
A.L.R. 816 by annotation on jurisdic- 
tion of public service commission over 
carrier transporting by motor trucks 
or busses. 


Constitutional law — failure to 
perform promise — presumption of 
falsity. That the legislature may con- 
stitutionally declare that failure to 
perform a promise which induces a 
contract creates a prima facie pre- 
sumption that it was knowingly false 
when made is held in the Texas case 
of Clem v. Evans, 291 S. W. 871, an- 
notated in 51 A.L.R. 1135, on consti- 
tutionality of statutes or ordinances 
making one fact presumptive or prima 
facie evidence of another. 


Contracts — to take electrical cur- 
rent — excuse. Crop shortage is held 
in Swift & Co. v. Columbia R. Gas & 
E. Co. 17 F. (2d) 46, not to be within 
the provision of a contract for a 
minimum quantity of electricity to 
operate an oil mill and cotton gin, 
which absolves the purchaser from 
liability in case he is prevented from 
receiving, using, or applying the cur- 
rent by “any cause reasonably beyond 
his control, and not attributable to 
his neglect,” where such clause fol- 
lows a specification of causes, such as 
strikes, stoppage of labor, riot, fire, 
flood, invasion, insurrection, accident, 
orders of court, and the act of God. 

Annotation is appended to this case 
in 51 A.L.R. 983 on express provisions 
in contract of sale, or for supply of 
a commodity, for relief from the ob- 
ligation in a certain event. 


Corporations — preferred stock- 
holders — right to share in stock 
dividend. Preferred stockholders, pre- 
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ferred as to dividends only, but 
standing on an equal footing with the 
common stockholders in all other re- 
spects, are held to be entitled in the 
Virginia case of Riverside & Dan Riv- 
er Cotton Mills v. Thomas Branch & 
Co. 137 8S. E. 620, to have issued to 
them their pro rata share of a divi- 
dend, payable in unissued common 
stock, which was declared in favor of 
the common stockholders alone, al- 
though the charter of the corporation 
limits the preferred stockholders to a 
6 per cent dividend, since a distribu- 
tion of shares of stock seriously af- 
fects their voting influence and 
diminishes their interest in the assets 
of the corporation. 

Annotation on a stockholder’s privi- 
lege as to acquisition of new issue of 
stock by the corporation follows this 
case in 52 A.L.R. 213. 


Courts — divorce — power to bar 
rights in extraterritorial property. A 
decree of a court in a divorce proceed- 
ing where the defendant is a non- 
resident is held in Taylor v. Taylor, 
192 Cal. 71, 218 Pac. 756, to have no 
power to bar her rights in real prop- 
erty not located within the state. 

The jurisdiction of courts in a di- 
vorce action to deal with real property 
in another state is treated in the an- 
notation which follows this case in 51 
A.L.R. 1081. 


Courts — insurance — provision for 
final decision by association — valid- 
ity. Any by-law of an insurance as- 
sociation which provides that, in case 
of dispute as to whether property 
rights have vested in policies issued 
by it, the final and unappealable de- 
cision as to such rights shall be vest- 
ed in the association or its officers or 
business representatives exclusively, is 
held to be void as against public pol- 
icy in the Arizona case of Employee’s 
Ben. Asso. v. Johns, 249 Pac. 1764, 
which is followed in 51 A.L.R. 1420 
by annotation on the validity of a 
constitution, by-law, or provision of 
contract of a mutual benefit associa- 
tion purporting to make conclusive the 


decisions of its tribunals or officers 
directly on claim for benefits. 


Courts — conclusiveness of gov- 
ernor’s finding. A finding by the goy- 
ernor that an officer has been guilty 
of misfeasance in office, if supported 
by evidence, is held to be conclusive 
on the courts in People ex rel. John- 
son v. Coffey, 237 Mich. 591, 213 N. 
W. 460, annotated in 52 A.L.R. 1. 


Discovery — right to inspect doc- 
uments. That documents to be sub- 
ject to inspection under the provisions 
of the statute granting such right 
must be evidence themselves, and not 
merely useful in supplying a clue 
whereby evidence may be discovered 
is held in People ex rel. Lemon v. Su- 
preme Ct. 245 N. Y. 24, 156 N. E. 
84, annotated in 52 A.L.R. 200 on 
right of accused to inspection or dis- 
closure of evidence in possession of 
prosecution. , 


Divorce — separation — imprison- 
ment for crime. Imprisonment of one 
spouse for crime is held not to effect 
a separation between husband and 
wife within the meaning of a statute 
permitting a divorce for separation of 
the parties for a specified time, in 
Sitterson v. Sitterson, 191 N. C. 319, 
131 S. E. 641, annotated in 51 A.L.R. 
760, on separation within the statute 
making separation a _ substantive 
ground of divorce. 


Easements — for conducting gas 
through lower floor of building. One 
renting the lower floors of a building, 
the upper floors of which are to be 
rented to other tenants, is held to 
take subject to the implied right of 
necessity for the conducting of gas 
through his leasehold to the upper 
floors, in the Maryland case of Tong 
v. Feldman, 136 Atl. 822, annotated in 
51 A.L.R. 1298 on easements or privi- 
leges of tenant of part of building in 
respect of other parts not included in 
his lease. 


Estoppel — to deny legality of cor- 
porate meeting. Where all the stock- 
holders and officers of a corporation 
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participate without dissent in an in- 
formal meeting thereof, and there- 
after execute an agreement entered 
into at such meeting, they, as well as 
the corporation, are held to be es- 
topped to deny the legality of the 
meeting, in the West Virginia case of 
Kearneysville Creamery Co. v. Amer- 
ican Creamery Co. 137 S. E. 217, 
which is accompanied in 51 A.L.R. 
938 by annotation on informality of 
meeting of stockholders as affecting 
action taken thereat. 


Estoppel — failure to record deed 
— rights of grantor’s creditors. A 
wife who neglects for several months 
to record a deed from her husband is 
held in the Iowa case of Farmers’ 
State Bank v. Schleisman, 213 N. W. 
211, annotated in 52 A.L.R. 182, on 
failure to record or delay in recording 
an instrument affecting real property 
as a basis of estoppel in favor of 
creditors not directly within the pro- 
tection of the recording acts not es- 
topped from claiming ownership of 
the property, as against his creditors, 
in the absence of evidence of a fraud- 
ulent purpose, or of knowledge, ex- 
press or implied, that others were or 
might be dealing with the husband to 
their prejudice, in reliance upon his 
apparent ownership of the property. 


Evidence — carbon copies — iden- 
tification. Unsigned carbon copies of 
letters only identified by the statement 
of a witness that they were letters 
from him and from certain other per- 
sons “in regard to this matter,” with- 
out anything to show that they were 
produced by the same mechanical op- 
eration as the originals, or that the 
originals were properly addressed, 
stamped, and mailed, or that any no- 
tice had been given to produce the 
originals, are held to be inadmissible 
in evidence in Liberty Chair Co. v. 
Crawford, 193 N. C. 531, 137 S. E. 
577, annotated in 51 A.L.R. 1496 on 
carbon copies of letters or other writ- 
ten instruments as evidence. 


Evidence — telegram. Telegrams, 
no more than any other documents, 


can be admitted in evidence without 
authentication. But a telegram is 
held in the Minnesota case of Lund- 
gren v. Union Indemnity Co. 213 N. 
W. 553, sufficiently authenticated, 
prima facie, when, from its contents 
and other circumstances in evidence, 
it can be reasonably inferred that the 
author of the message is the person 
sought to be charged, or another law- 
fully acting for him. 

Annotation, on the manner of prov- 
ing authorship or identity of sender 
of telegram for purposes of its ad- 
mission in evidence, is appended to 
this case in 52 A.L.R. 580. 


Food — requiring use of public 
market. A municipal corporation, it 
is held in Angelo v. Winston-Salem, 
193 N. C. 207, 1386 S. E. 489, may, 
within the general police power con- 
ferred upon it, forbid the sale of fresh 
meat and fish within a specified area 
of the business portion of the city ex- 
cept in a building provided by itself, 
although it causes an abandonment of 
expensive plants fitted up by mer- 
chants in compliance with existing 
ordinances. 

The validity of a statute or ordi- 
nance relating to place of sale of food 
is considered in the annotation accom- 
panying this case in 52 A.L.R. 669. 


Incompetent persons — civil lia- 
bility. An insane person who shoots 
and kills another is held to be civilly 
liable in damages to those injured by 
his tort in Seals v. Snow, 123 Kan. 88, 
254 Pac. 348, annotated in 51 A.L.R. 
829 on liability of insane person for 
tort. 


Infants — recovering bastard. 
Where the mother of an illegitimate 
child has not abandoned it, nor by con- 
tract, express or implied, parted with 
its custody and care, she is held en- 
titled in the West Virginia case of 
Pierce v. Jeffries, 1837'S. E. 651, to 
recover it by habeas corpus from 
strangers who have acquired its pos- 
session without her knowledge, it not 
being shown that she is unfit to have 
its custody and control, and it being 
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shown that her parents, who are of 
high moral character and standing, 
and who are possessed of a reasonable 
amount of worldly goods for its main- 
tenance and support, assisted by the 
mother, are willing and desirous of 
taking it into their home to rear and 
educate. 

The right of the mother to the cus- 
tody of an illegitimate child is consid- 
ered in the annotation appended to 
this case in 51 A.L.R. 1502. 


Infants — effect of deprivation of 
custody. If a father is deprived of 
the custody of his children by order of 
court, his common-law duty of sup- 
port ceases and his obligation is held 
to be determined by judicial decree 
in the Massachusetts case of Creeley 
v. Creeley, 155 N. E. 424, annotated 
in 52 A.L.R. 285, on duty of father to 
support child as affected by decree 
which awards general custody to him, 
but permits the mother to have cus- 
tody part of the time. 


Injunction — attorney — employ- 
ment against former clients. An at- 
torney it is held in Murphy v. Riggs, 
238 Mich. 151, 213 N. W. 110, will 
not be enjoined from serving in his 
professional capacity, against former 
clients, persons who were defendants 
in actions in which the attorney had 
appeared for such clients, where the 
matters involved in the new litigation 
are not connected with his former 
employment. 

The propriety and effect of an at- 
torney representing an interest ad- 
verse to that of a former client is 
considered in the annotation which 
accompanies this case in 51 A.L.R. 
1303. 


Injunction — lottery — pecuniary 
injury. The injury suffered by a 
dealer, in loss of customers, because 
of the criminal act of a competitor 
in conducting a lottery, is held to be 
one to property rights of a pecuniary 
nature, entitling him to injunctive re- 
lief in Glover v. Malloska, 238 Mich. 
216, 213 N. W. 107, which is followed 
in 52 A.L.R. 77, by annotation on 


right to enjoin rival or competitor 
from illegal acts or practices amount- 
ing to a crime. 


Insurance — “train wreck’ 
meaning of term. The term “train 
wreck,” as used in a policy of accident 
insurance, providing double indemnity 
for death resulting from a train wreck 
while insured is a passenger inside 
a coach, is held not to contemplate or 
intend a total destruction of a train 
of cars, or of one of the cars consti- 
tuting a component part of it in the 
Iowa case of Mochel v. Iowa State 
Traveling Men’s Asso. 213 N. W. 259, 
annotated in 51 A.L.R. 1327, on pro- 
vision in accident insurance policy in 
relation to train wreck. 


Insurance — strike — what is. 
Refusal of employees to return to 
work at reduced wages after a fac- 
tory has been closed by the employers 
for a period of time is held in the 
Maryland case of Bower & Kaufman 
v. Bothwell, 1386 Atl. 892, not to be 
a strike within the meaning of a pol- 
icy insuring against loss through a 
strike, which is defined as the cessa- 
tion of work by employees. 

As to losses covered by insurance 
against strikes, lockouts or other labor 
disputes, see annotation appended to 
this case in 52 A.L.R. 158. 


Insurance — effect of wife becom- 
ing ineligible. That a wife becomes 
ineligible as such to be a beneficiary 
in a mutual benefit certificate, upon 
being divorced from her husband, is 
held not to prevent her from -recover- 
ing the proceeds of the certificate if 
another ground of eligibility continues 
to exist, in Rose v. Brotherhood of 
Locomotive F. & E. 80 Colo. 344, 
251 Pac. 537, annotated in 52 A.L.R. 
361 on divorce of insured and benefi- 
ciary as affecting the latter’s right 
in life insurance. 


Interest — on claim for legal serv- 
ices. A claim for legal services rest- 
ing on quantum meruit is held to draw 
interest to be computed from the date 
of the demand, in Prager v. New 
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Jersey Fidelity & P. G. Ins. Co. 245 
N. Y. 1, 156 N. E. 76, annotated in 
52 A.L.R. 193, on interest on claim 
for legal services. 


Judgment — lien on gas and oil 
lease. While an oil and gas lease 
which “grants, leases, and lets” cer- 
tain land for oil and gas mining pur- 
poses conveys to the lessee an estate 
in the realty described therein, such 
interest is held not to be real estate 
in First Nat. Bank v. Dunlap, 122 
Okla. 288, 254 Pac. 729, within the 
meaning of § 690, Okla. Comp. Stat. 
1921, which gives a judgment credi- 
tor a lien upon the “real estate” be- 
longing to the judgment debtor. 

Annotation on oil, gas, or other 
mineral rights in land, apart from 
ownership of soil, as subject as real 
estate to lien of judgment against 
the owner of the mineral interest, 
accompanies this case in 52 A.L.R. 
135. 


Landlord and tenant — rental of 
agricultnral lands — effect of un- 
favorable crop conditions. That un- 
favorable crop conditions which ren- 
der leased agricultural lands unproduc- 
tive and unprofitable to the tenant do 
not require the landlord to accept a 
rental less than the fair value of the 
lands in ordinary years, is held in 
Frazier v. Nicks, 172 Ark. 1139, 292 
S. W. 363, 51 A.L.R. 1287. This seems 
to be the only case where a contention 
has been made that a crop failure is 
a defense to an action for rent. 


Larceny — misappropriation of 
funds by broker. A broker who re- 
ceives from a customer a bond to be 
exchanged for other securities does 
not become a bailee, and therefore 
it is held in People v. Wildeman, 325 
Ill. 99, 156 N. E. 257, cannot be con- 
victed of larceny as bailee, if he mis- 
appropriates the proceeds of the bond. 

Annotation on the relation between 
customer and broker receiving bonds 
or other securities for sale or ex- 
change accompanies this case in 52 
A.L.R. 500. 
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Libel — charging belief in disobedi- 
ence to law and sabotage. If an in- 
dividual is falsely held forth in a pub- 
lication to be a person believing in dis- 
obedience to law and to be a person 
believing in the appropriation, by 
force and sabotage, of the property of 
others, such publication it is held in 
Toomey v. Jones, 124 Okla. 167, 254 
Pac. 736, tends to expose such person 
to public hatred, contempt, ridicule, 
and obloquy, and to deprive him of 
public confidence, and to injure him 
in his occupation, within the purview 
of § 495, Okla. Comp. Stat. 1921, al- 
though the language of the publica- 
tion may not charge the commission 
of any overt criminal act. 

This case is followed in 51 A.L.R. 
1066, by annotation on libel and 
slander by imputation of objection- 
able political or sociological princi- 
ples or practices. 


Municipal corporations — damage 
by exercise of eminent domain — 
necessity of notice. That the dam- 
ages for injury to private property by 
the improvement of a highway cannot, 
if there is in fact an exercise of the 
power of eminent domain, be limited 
to those accruing within the time lim- 
ited by the municipal ordinance for 
giving notice of claims, is held in the 
Washington case of Wong Kee Jun 
v. Seattle, 255 Pac. 645, annotated in 
52 A.L.R. 625 on necessity of present- 
ing claim against municipality for 
damaging property. 


Oath — form of — sufficiency. 
Whenever attention of affiant is called 
to the fact that his statement is not 
mere assertion, but must be sworn to, 
and he is then called on to do some 
corporal act, and does it, it is held, in 
the Mississippi case of Atwood v. 
State, 111 So. 865, to constitute an 
“oath,” and it is not necessary that 
affiant hold up his hand when taking 
oath. 

Annotation on the formalities of 
administering or making an oath is 
— to this case in 51 A.L.R. 
836. 
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Partnership — notice of dissolution 
— consent. Failure of a creditor to 
answer a communication from the re- 
tiring member of a debtor partner- 
ship, notifying the creditor of disso- 
lution and of assumption of partner- 
ship indebtedness by the continuing 
partner, and claiming release from all 
liability to the creditor, is held not to 
constitute consent by implication, nor 
effect a release, in the New Mexico 
case of Michelin Tire Co. v. Akers, 
255 Pac. 388, annotated in 52 A.L.R. 
494, 


Party wall — reservation of right 
to compensation. That the builder 
or subsequent owner of a party wall 
may, upon granting the property, re- 
serve the right to recover compensa- 
tion when the wall is used by the 
owner of the adjoining property, is 
held in the Washington case of Bell 
v. Gara Fraxa Co. 255 Pac. 144, an- 
notated in 52 A.L.R. 491. 


Principal and surety — payment 
of sum found due by court — consent 
decree. A surety, in the absence of 
fraud, mistake, collusion, or conspiracy 
between the principal and other per- 
sons, is held in Sauer v. Detroit Fi- 
delity & S. Co. 237 Mich. 697, 213 
N. W. 98, not to be released from 
his obligation to pay the amount 
“found by the court to be due” from 
the principal, because the latter did 
not contest, but consented to, the de- 
cree entered, since such decree is in 
fact and effect a finding by the court. 

This case is annotated in 51 A.L.R. 
1485 on the subject of judgment by 
consent, confession, or default of 
principal as affecting sureties whose 
obligation is conditioned upon judi- 
cial determination of liability or 
rights of principal. 


Replevin — stolen property — ne- 
cessity of demand. Demand is held 
not to be a condition precedent in Em- 
ployers’ F. Ins. Co. v. Cotten, 245 N. 
Y. 102, 156 N. E. 629, to the mainte- 
nance of an action of replevin to re- 
cover possession of stolen property 


from an innocent purchaser, who be- 
fore institution of the action acquires 
knowledge of the theft, yet claims to 
be the true owner of the property and 
continues to assert dominion over it. 

Previous demand as a condition of 
replevin or trover against an innocent 
purchaser of stolen chattels is treated 
in the annotation accompanying this 
case in 51 A.L.R. 1465. 


Sale — delivery under sale or re- 
turn contract. Under a sale or re- 
turn contract, it is held in David W. 
Biow Co. v. Cohen, 99 Vt. 78, 130 Atl. 
589, that the return must, when the 
contract is silent on the subject and 
no usage to the contrary is shown, be 
made at the seller’s place of business. 

Annotation on contracts of sale or 
return as’ distinguished from con- 
tracts for sale on approval follows this 
case in 52 A.L.R. 586. 


Trial — quotient verdict — valid- 
ity. That a quotient verdict is in- 
valid if it is the result of the quotient 
process and grows out of it, although 
it is not exactly the quotient sum, is 
held in the Montana case of Benjamin 
v. Helena Light & R. Co. 255 Pac. 20, 
annotated in 52 A.L.R. 33 on the sub- 
ject of quotient verdicts. 


Trusts — reservation of power to 
amend — validity. Reservation by 
the settlors of trusts of power to re- 
voke or amend their trust instruments 
is held to be lawful and effective, in 
the absence of forbidding statutes, in 
the Wisconsin case of Richardson v. 
Stephenson, 213 N. W. 673, annotated 
in 52 A.L.R. 681 on right to amend 
trust. 


Wills — implied revocation. That 
a will may be impliedly revoked by 
the execution of a later one contain- 
ing no express clause of revocation, 
but containing provisions inconsistent 
with or repugnant to those of the 
earlier will is held in the Missouri 
case of Neibling v. Methodist Or- 
phans’ Home Asso. 286 S. W. 58, an- 
notated in 51 A.L.R. 639. 
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A.L.R. Annotations in Volumes 51 
and 52 Include These Subjects: 


Exhausting thought and hiving wisdom with each studious year. — Byron. 


Acknowledgment — Qualification of 
stockholder of a corporation or member 
of association to take acknowledgment 
of, or attest as notary an instrument to 
which corporation or association is a 
party. 51 A.L.R. 1529. 


Assignment — Questions arising in 
connection with possibilities of reverter. 
51 A.L.R. 1473. 


Attachment — Action based on stat- 
ute as one in which attachment will lie. 
51 A.L.R. 1386. 


Banks — Fraud inducing subscription 
or purchase of stock as defense against 
superadded liability. 51 


statutory 
A.L.R. 1203 


_ Banks — Release by corporation rest- 
ing for consideration on detriment to re- 
leasee without benefit to corporation as 
ultra vires the corporation. 52 A.L.R. 


Banks — Right of holder of certified 
check to preference out of insolvent 
bank. 51 A.L.R. 1034. 


_ Banks — Rights of owners of securi- 
ties deposited in bank, upon its insol- 
vency. 51 A.L.R. 914. 


_ Bills and notes — Character as holder 
in due course protected against de- 
fenses of prior party as affected by lack 
of bona fides toward intermediate party. 
52 A.L.R. 516. 


Blasting — Duty of one blasting near 
a cut on embankment along a railroad 
right of way. 51 A.L.R. 780. 


_ Bonds — Character and extent of 
liability of postmaster and his bond. 51 
A.L.R. 784. 


Bonds — Extent of power of schoo! 
district to provide for the comfort and 
convenience of teachers and pupils. 52 
A.L.R. 249. 


Cloud on title — Jurisdiction of suit 
to remove cloud or quiet title upon con- 
structive service of process against non- 
resident, 51 A.L.R. 754, 


Commerce — License tax or fee on 
automobiles as affected by interstate 
commerce clause. 52 A.L.R. 533. 


Conflict of laws — Effect in third state 
of marriage valid where celebrated but 
void by law of domicil of parties. 51 
A.L.R, 1412. 


Constitutional law — Asexualization 
or sterilization of criminals or defectives. 
51 A.L.R. 862. 


Constitutional law — Constitutionality 
of statute permitting punitive damages 
for personal injury or death. 51 A.L.R. 
1379. 


Constitutional law — Statutes pro- 
hibiting buyer or seller of commodities 
from fixing prices in one locality higher 
or lower than in another, 52 A.L.R. 169. 


Contractors — Validity and construc- 
tion as regards buildings not on right of 
way, of contract relieving railroad from 
liability for destruction of buildings. 51 
A.L.R. 638. 


Corporations — Pledge of unissued 
corporate stock. 51 A.L.R. 1134. 


Courts — Judicial power in respect to 
consolidation or merger of railroads. 
51 A.L.R. 1249. 


Covenants — Affirmative covenants as 
running with land. 51 A.L.R. 1326. 


Criminal law — Acts in violation of 
White Slave Traffic Act as constituting 
single offense or separate offenses. 51 
A.L.R. 875. 


Damages: — Measure of damages for 
false or incomplete certificate by notary 
public or similar officer. 51 A.L.R. 1483. 
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Damages — Measure of damages or 
amount of recoupment for delay in com- 
pleting public improvement, in absence 
of provision for liquidated damages. 51 
A.L.R. 1213. 


Damages — Pain incident to surgical 
operation or medical treatment as an 


element of damages for personal injuries. 
51 A.L.R. 1122. 


Deeds — Quantum of estate passing 
to grantee as affected by language in 
deed purporting to express his intention 
that property is to go to third person 
upon his death. 52 A.L.R. 540. 


Deeds — Right to cancelation in 
equity of an instrument not invalid on 
its face in which one is named as a 
party without his consent. 51 A.L.R. 
867. 


Descent and distribution — Murder of 
ancestor by heir as affecting intestate 
succession. 51 A.L.R. 1096. 


Divorce — Charges in divorce suit, 
of marital misconduct as cruelty within 
statute defining grounds of divorce. 51 
A.L.R. 1188. 


Eminent domain — Constitutionality 
of statute authorizing hauling or float- 
ing logs or other material through pri- 
vate property. 51 A.L.R. 1199. 


Estoppel — Informality of meeting 
of stockholders as affecting action tak- 
en thereat. 51 A.L.R. 941. 


Executors and administrators — Ap- 
plicability of statute of nonclaim to sup- 
eradded liability of stockholders. 51 
A.L.R. 772. 


Gaming — Pari-mutuel and similar 
betting methods on race as game of 
chance or gambling. 52 A.L.R. 74. 


Garnishment — Priority of assign- 
ment of chose in action over subsequent 
garnishment as affected by lack of no- 


tice to debtor of assignment. 52 A.L.R. 


109. 


Habeas corpus — Right to prove ab- 
sence from demanding state or alibi on 
habeas corpus in extradition proceed- 
ings. 51 A.L.R. 797. 


Husband and wife — Right of mur- 
derer in property owned as tenant by 
entirety with his victim. 51 A.L.R. 1106. 


Insurance — Accident insurance; 
death or disability incident to partaking 
of food or drink as within provision as 
to external, violent, and _ accidental 
means. 52 A.L.R. 374. 


Insurance — Civil rights and liabili- 
ties as affected by failure to comply with 
statute upon sale of motor vehicle. 52 
A.L.R. 701. 


Insurance — Right of vendor and pur- 
chaser inter se in respect of proceeds of 
insurance. 51 A.L.R. 929. 


Insurance — Rights as between mort- 
gagor and insurance company where 
policy avoided as to mortgagor, but not 
as to mortgagee. 52 A.L.R. 278. 


Insurance — When insured deemed to 
be totally and continuously unable to 
— all business duties. 51 A.L.R. 
1048. 


Judgment — Full faith and credit pro- 
vision as affecting statute of limitation 
applicable to action on judgment of other 
state. 52 A.L.R. 566. 


Judgment — Suit in one state or coun- 
try to enforce a contract as regards real 
property therein as a bar to suit in an- 
other state or country to enforce the con- 
tract as regards the property therein, 
52 A.L.R. 180. 


Landlord and tenant — Surrender of 
lease as affecting liability on covenants 
other than for rent. 51 A.L.R. 1061. 


Landlord and tenant — When land- 
lord’s reletting, or efforts to relet, after 
tenant’s abandonment or refusal to en- 
ter, deemed to be acceptance of the sur- 
render. 52 A.L.R. 154. 


Limitation of actions — Grantee’s as- 
sumption of mortgage indebtedness by 
deed as simple contract or specialty with- 
in statute of limitations. 51 A.L.R. 981 


Marriage — Right of competent party 
to annulment of marriage because 
incompetency of other party. 51 A.L.R, 
852. 


Master and servant — Employees con- 
templated by statutes imposing pena 
for nonpayment of, or delaying in pay- 
ing, wages. 51 A.L.R. 1208. 


Master and servant — Liability of in- 
dependent contractor for injuries to thi 
persons by defects in completed work. 
52 A.L.R. 623. 
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Mechanics’ liens — After-acquired 
title as supporting mechanic’s lien. 52 
693. 


Mortgage — Acceleration clause as 
affected by cross indebtedness or obliga- 
tion. 51 A.L.R. 1256. 

Municipal corporations — Liability of 
municipality for act of employee en- 
gaged in sprinkling or cleaning streets 
or removing garbage or rubbish. 52 
A.L.R. 187. 


Municipal corporations — Liability of 
municipality for mob or riot. 52 A.L.R. 
562. 


Municipal corporations — Liability of 
municipality for negligence not affecting 
the condition of the street itself by its 
agents or servants while engaged in 
— street improvements. 


52 A.L.R. 


Municipal corporations — Regulations 
affecting auctions or auctioneers. 52 
A.L.R. 491. 


Nuisances — Automobile gas filling or 
supply station as a nuisance. 51 A.L.R. 
1224, 


Officers — Constitutional provision 
against increasing compensation during 
term of office as applicable where new 
duties are imposed on officer after taking 
office. 51 A.L.R. 1522. 

Principal and agent — Duty of princi- 
pal to fill orders under sales-agency con- 
tract. 52 A.L.R. 557. 

Principal and agent — Rights and 
remedies upon cancelation of sales 
agency. 52 A.L.R. 546. 

Public improvements — Liability of 
municipality in consequence of its in- 


ability, refusal, or failure to collect the 
cost of local improvements from the 
property benefited. 51 A.L.R. 973. 


Public utilities — Federal control of 
public utilities. 52 A.L.R. 296. 


Set-off — Assignment of judgment, or 
an interest therein, to attorney for his 
services in procuring it, as subject to set- 
off of judgment against the assignor. 
51 A.L.R. 1278. 


Set-off — Attorney’s lien as subject to 
A:‘L.R. 


set-off against judgment. 51 
1268. 


Set-off — Immaturity of claim against 
insolvent at time of insolvency proceed- 
ings — right of set-off. 51 
A 


_ae — Recovery for trespass 
which demonstrates lack of mineral re- 
sources supposed to exist. 52 A.LR. 
04. 


Trusts — Liability of trustee for in- 
terest on loan or investment made by 
him. 51 A.L.R. 1263. 


War — Right of alien enemy to take 
by inheritance or by will. 51 A.L.R. 896. 


Wills — Contest based on probable 
cause and in good faith as within pro- 
vision of will forfeiting share of contest- 
ing beneficiary. 52 A.L.R. 91. 


Wills — Right of murderer to take as 
beneficiary under will of victim, 651 
A.L.R. 1113. 


Workmen’s compensation — Survival 
of right to compensation under Work- 
men’s Compensation Act upon the death 
. ae ony entitled to the award. 51 
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Ld. 


by others. 


almanacs; 


political religion of the nation. 


RPL 


Obedience to Law 


Let every American, every lover of liberty, every well wisher of his 
posterity, swear by the blood of the Revolution never to violate in the least 
particular the laws of the country, and never to tolerate their violation 
As the patriots of ’76 did to the support of the Declaration 
of Independence, so to the support of the constitution and laws let every 
American pledge his life, his property and his sacred honor. 
man remember that to violate the law is to trample on the blood of his 
father, and to tear the charter of his own and his children’s liberty. Let 
reverence for the laws be breathed by every American mother to = 
lisping babe that prattles on her lap, let it be taught in schools, 
seminaries, and in colleges; let it be written in primers, spelling books ad 
let it be preached from the pulpit, proclaimed in the legislative 
halls, and enforced in the courts of justice. 


Let every 


In short, let it become the 
—Abraham Lincoln. 
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New Books and Recent Articles 


There is not less wit nor invention in applying rightly a thought one finds 
in a book, than in being the first author of that thought.—Bayle. 


ROBERTS, PATENTABILITY OF 
INVENTIONS AND THE INTER- 
PRETATION OF PATENTS. 2 
volumes 
This work presents and demon- 

strates for the first time in the his- 
tory of Patent Law a comprehensive 
definition of a patentable invention 
and a statement of the objective cri- 
teria of patentability, derived from 
analysis of the Supreme Court cases 
from 1836 to date. 


From the cases dealing with the 
Interpretation of Patents, the canons 
of interpretation are derived and the 
predominant trend of judgment dem- 
onstrated. 

The work is submitted to the Fed- 
eral Bench and the Patent Bar as a 
long needed guide to the right exer- 
cise of their respective functions in 
patent cases. 


MorsE ON BANKS AND BANK- 

ING. 6th edition, 2 volumes $20.00 

The great reputation earned by the 
previous editions of this important 
treatise will be well sustained by this 
new one. It covers the whole range 
of banking law as judicially and legis- 
latively developed, and embraces the 
organization, government and dissolu- 
tion of banking institutions. 


Since the publication of the fifth 
edition many changes have been made 
in the law affecting Banks and Bank- 
ing, while the Act of Congress, known 
as the McFadden Banking Bill, ap- 
proved February 25, 1927, amends in 
many important particulars the Fed- 


eral banking law. 


The work has been brought to date 
by a thorough examination of the de- 


cisions and statutes. Citations to the 
United States Code have been added. 


The McFadden’ Banking Bill, 
amending the United States Revised 
Statutes and Federal Reserve Act, has 
been inserted in those parts of the 
law which it amends. 


JONES ON MORTGAGES. 
Edition, 4 volumes 
Nearly fifty years have elapsed 

since the appearance of the first edi- 

tion of Jones on Mortgages. The 

work, in various editions, has been a 

standard authority and has been used 

and relied upon by the bench and bar 
of this country during that entire 
period. 

The favor with which the profession 
has received former editions of this 
work may be attributed largely to the 
fact that Judge Jones has discussed, 
with the skill of a master, those sub- 


Eighth 
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tle and perplexing questions upon 
which courts so often are inclined to 
disagree. Wherever he found discord 
among the authorities on a given 
proposition he endeavored to find a 
fundamental principle by which these 
differences might be harmonized, or, 
failing in this, he stated what he con- 
sidered to be the correct rule. Many 
of these opinions thus stated by him 
have come to be the acknowledged 
rule of law by their subsequent ac- 
ceptance and adoption by the courts. 


A great number of important deci- 
sions affecting the law of mortgages 
have appeared since the publication 
of the last edition of this work, twelve 
years ago. The thoroughness and ac- 
curacy with which the subject was 
treated in the original text and the 
subsequent revisions has made it un- 
necessary to alter the text except in a 
few instances where the rules have 
been changed to conform to modern 
conditions. New applications of es- 
tablished rules are constantly appear- 
ing, however, and these, together with 
recent developments in phases of the 
subject which have grown in impor- 
tance in the years, have been referred 
to in appropriate places in the text 
and notes. Many new sections have 
been added to take care of this new 
material, and practically every old sec- 
tion has been enlarged by the addi- 
tion of later material. Fully twenty- 
five per cent of the text in this edition 
is entirely new matter. 

The important subject of Mortgage 
Foreclosures which is a matter of 
much litigation has been given ex- 
ceptionally full consideration and ex- 
haustive treatment. 


THE ELEMENTS OF CRIME. By 
Boris Brasol (Oxford Univer- 
sity Press, American Branch, 
35 West 32nd St., New York) $5.00 
The author takes the ground that 
crime is the compound function of 
morbid environmental influences and 


psychic tendencies. He undertakes 
to prove in what way and to what 
extent the disintegration of the fam- 


ily, the destruction of religious 
ideals and belief, perverted education, 
inadequate legislation, and similar in- 
fluences combine to foster the sinis- 
ter phenomenon of professional crim- 
inality. The book will be of use and 
interest to the lawyer, the psycholo- 
gist, the scientist and the general 
reader. 


REAL ESTATE TITLES AND CON- 
VEYANCING. By Nelson L. 
North and DeWitt Van 
Buren. (Prentice-Hall, Inc., 

70 Fifth Ave., New York) $6.00 


This volume will be of special in- 
terest to all who are now, or who 
later may be, confronted with prob- 
lems on titles. The book is up-to- 
date, thorough and above all, it is 
practical. 


ALLEN, LAW IN THE MAKING. 
(Oxford University Press, 
35 West 32nd St., New 
York City) 


This able treatise is concerned with 
the sources of law—not primarily 
those which are called literary or doc- 
umentary—but the chief materials 
and processes in society which have 
gone to make up, and which still 
make up, the general body of law, and 
especially of English law. 


THE LAW OF TITLE INSURANCE. 
—‘“The business of insuring titles to 
property,” writes L. A. Pelkey in the 
Marquette Law Review for December, 
1927, “has had but a comparatively 
recent origin, for until 1874 there ex- 
istéd no legislative recognition, at 
lease, of the existence of or need for 
this type of insurance. The 
statutes of most of the states and even 
those of some of our territories, either 
by enabling or by regulatory provi- 
sions, give evidence of the growing 
importance being attached to work of 
insuring titles. Title insurance 13 
written to-day practically entirely by 
corporations or associations having 
defined and limited powers and under 
strict regulation by the states i 
which they operate. - 
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Mr. Pelkey after discussing legal 
aspects of the subject concludes “‘that, 
except perhaps in the question of in- 
surable interest and loss, when ap- 
parent owner desires to insure his 
title, there seems to be no reason to 
expect that the courts will need to re- 
state or devise new rules governing 
insurances of this kind. The rules 
now governing other contracts of in- 
surance, as to fraud, waiver, war- 
ranties, conditions, discharge, etc., 
are ample in determining the rights 
and liabilities of the parties.” 


THE RIGHTS OF FINDERS OF LOST 
PROPERTY.—This subject is treated in 
the Kentucky Law Journal for No- 
vember, 1927, in an interesting arti- 
cle by Mr. Roy Moreland. He states: 
“Goods or chattels are lost within the 
legal intendment of that term when 
their possession was involuntarily 
parted with. That the owner does 
not know of their location at any 
particular, subsequent moment is not 
the fact constituting them lost prop- 
erty, was the owner’s will employed 
in placing the property where it was 
_ That is the important ques- 
ion. 

“On the other hand, property, which 
the owner has voluntarily or inten- 
tionally laid down and for the time 
forgotten where, is not considered as 
lost. It is misplaced. 

“In addition to property being lost 
or misplaced, using the terms in their 
legal meaning, it may be abandoned.” 

After a consideration of a number 
of cases, the author submits in conclu- 
sion “that the locus in quo is usu- 
ally the decisive factor in a ‘finder’ 
case, where the contest is between the 
finder and another than the true own- 
er. First, it determines, usually 
whether the article was lost or only 
misplaced. Second, the locus may de- 
termine whether there was a prior 
possession in another than the finder 
im property presumptively lost. Upon 
these two determinations, generally, 
rests the ultimate decision. 
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ra 


Double-Crossing Him. 


Testifying that her husband forced 
her to get out of bed every morning 
at one o’clock to pray with him a 
wife won a divorce recently. She 
used to pray that he’d let her go back 
to bed, she said. 


All in the Game. 


A New York husband sought a di- 
vorce because his wife slapped him 
at a bridge game, but the judge dis- 
regarded the little slam. 


Add Modern Complexities. 


New developments generate new 
crimes. The pencil seller who was 
arrested for assaulting a man who 
refused to buy will be charged, it is 
thought, with “feloniously attempt- 
ing to overcome sales resistance.” 


No More Dumb-bells. 


When all the world acquires an 
education, how are you going to pick 
a jury? —Arkansas Gazette. 


Concrete-Hoppers. 


A writer says that the increasing 
use of automobiles is making us inac- 
tive. This will be news to pedes- 
trians. —Boston Transcript. 


Bad for Bugs. 


A municipality has found a new 
use for confiscated liquor. When 
poured on the walls and interior of 
the city jail, it proves successful as 
an exterminator of cockroaches and 
bedbugs. The Mayor says the bugs 
drink the stuff, some dying outright 
and others becoming so intoxicated 
they fall, breaking their necks. 


Findings 





ra 


Providing a Dowry. 

Justice Russell was fond of retail- 
ing stories of the funny side of his 
orgasim One of his favorites was 
this: 

A ravishingly pretty, young Irish 
girl who had been jilted by her lover, 
sued him for breach of promise of 
marriage. In Ireland, the French 
dot system prevails, and it was upon 
ascertaining that the girl’s father 
was heavily in debt and would be 
unable to provide a dowry, that the 
young man, a farmer, had broken off 
the engagement. 

“How much do you think she ought 
to bring you?” asked the judge, who, 
along with the jury, had been on the 
plaintiff’s side from the beginning. 

“Five hundred pounds, my lord,” 
replied the defendant. 

“Gentlemen of the jury,” said his 
lordship, turning to them, “you 
will award the young lady five hun- 
dred pounds. Now, sir,” he added, 
addressing the defendant, “the 
young lady has the fortune you con- 
sider she should have, so_ there 
should be no impediment to your 
marriage.” 


Intellectualized Goat Gets 
Angora. 

The life of a policeman is an in- 
teresting one—and educational, of- 
tentimes. 

Sergeant John Ferry gazed over 
his desk yesterday at a man who 
looked like a professor is supposed 
to look. 

“Sergeant,” said the professional 
individual, “there’s a caprine hollow- 
horned ruminant running around 
the street blocking traffic.” 

“A what?” inquired the sergeant. 

“A caprine hollow-horned -rumi- 
nant,” replied the complainant. “Of 


Cop’s 
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course, it means nothing in my life. 
I’m just telling you.” Whereupon 
he walked out. 

Sergeant Ferry called a cop. 

“Go out and look for a caprine, 
hollow-horned ruminant,” he or- 
dered. “If possible, bring it in 
alive.” 

A few minutes later the officer 
reported that he had the beast in 
the patrol barn. 

“It’s a goat,” said the officer. 

“Wouldn’t that get your Angora?” 
soliloquized Sergeant Ferry. 

—Democrat & Chronicle. 


SOME POTATOES. 


The Lawyers Co-operative Pub- 
lishing Company sent out to its cus- 
tomers at Christmas time a good-will 
letter in which it was stated: 

“Back in the days when one 
swapped a load of potatoes for a 
new suit, or a string of pelts for a 
shotgun, business (if it could be 


called such) was largely a question 


of personal contacts. ‘Glad to see 
you’ and ‘How’s your wife?’ were an 
inevitable part of the conversation 
when a deal was being consum- 
mated.” 

One of the Company’s appreciated 
customers, hailing from: that exten- 
sive part of the National domain 
known as Texas, was moved to make 
written protest against some of these 
statements. He admits that the writ- 
er of the letter “may be well in- 
formed on ‘new suits;’ dress, union, 
Law, Equity and even Palm Beach; 
he may know the ‘terminology,’ ‘ver- 
bosity,’ size, bore and kick of a ‘shot 
gun;’ and he may be a past master 
on ‘pelts,’ but he is nat up on potatoes 
—certainly not on Texas potatoes. 

“The only trouble my old father 
(a Texan from 1831 to 1901) ever 
had was the occasion when he was 
arrested because a potato, reared by 
him and with which he was proceed- 
ing to market, fell from the rear 
end of his farm wagon and ob- 
structed traffic on a public highway. 


“Time and again, this dear old 
Texan received orders, many of them 
from as far away as Rochester, for 
50, 75 or 100 lbs. (avoirdupois) of 
potatoes. His invariable reply was 
that he sold whole potatoes only, and 
that he would not saw a potato into 
thirds, or even into halves, for any- 
body. 

“It is a well-known historical fact 
that when the great musician com- 
posed the grand old anthem ‘Great 
Big Tater in Sandy Land,’ he was 
seated on one end of a Texas potato 
and roasting the other end of the 
potato in hot ashes. 

“How, therefore, can it be con- 
tended that there were days, even 
back days, as you charge, when any 
person, with a calm and sedate mind, 
and competent to contract, would 
have ‘swapped a load of potatoes for 
a new suit.’ We of Texas, cannot, 
and will not, stand by and allow such 
a statement. to go unchallenged.” 

Of course, the writer of the Com- 
pany letter, would not have made 
such an unqualified statement, had 
not Texas been to him terra incog- 
nita. Yes, sir, Texas is a great state. 
It has to be to have room for its 
potato crop. 


ORIGIN OF JUDGES’ ROBES. 


The origin of the black robe worn 
by the judges in our appellate courts 
is stated by an old English author as 
follows: “In former Times the most 
learned Clerks were best studied in 
the Laws, so the Clergy thrust into 
almost all Places of Judicature, when 
it was said, Nullus Clericus nisi 
Causidicus: But King Edward the 
First (after the Conquest) being (as 
it was said) weary of the great Pow- 
er of the Chief Justice of England, 
was the first that alter’d that Course, 
by making Lay-men Judges, who kept 
the Robes of the former Judges as 
they do to this Day.” 
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Out, Anyway. 
He was out for money 
And got into jail. 
He’s still out for money— 
Out on bail. 
—Boston Transcript. 


Some are Lenient. 
“To err is human, to forgive divine,” 
But never yet have we 
Observed in any traffic cop a sign 
Of such divinity. 
—E. R. in Boston Transcript. 


Flattering the Jury. English at- 
torney (addressing jury)—The great 
fault of the prisoner has been his 
unfortunate characteristic of relying 
upon thieves and scoundrels of the 
basest description. The unhappy 
man in the dock puts implicit faith 
in you, gentlemen of the jury. 


Not All There. Lawyer—‘“Was the 
man you found under the street-car 
a total stranger?” 

Witness (who had been told to be 
careful)—‘“No, sir, his arm and leg 
were gone; he was only a partial 
stranger.” 

—Bucknell Belle Hop. 


They Found It Trying. “Josephine 
is having her voice tried.” 

“It was tried long ago by the 
neighbors and unanimously con- 
demned.” 


Has to Rest. Solicitor—Does your 
husband swear habitually? 

Woman—Oh, no; he leaves off at 
times. 





Who mixed reason with pleasure and wisdom with mirth.—Goldsmith. 


A Financial Mystery. 
has queer ideas.” 
“As for example?” 
“Well, she can’t understand why a 
bank is so much fussier about her 
owing it than a department store is.” 
—Boston Transcript. 


“My wife 


Time to Change the Subject. The 
respondent was being examined in 
lunacy proceedings. 

“Who was our first President?” 
asked his counsel. 

“Washington.” 

“Correct. Who was our 
President?” 

“John Adams.” 

“Correct.” 

Then there was a pause. 

“He’s doing well,” whispered a 
friend of the lawyer. “Why don’t 
you keep on?” 

“IT am not sure who was third 
President myself.” 


second 


Ready-Made Humor. Why bother 
to write jokes when one can get 
dialogue like the following, over- 
heard at the Bureau of Naturaliza- 
tion: 

“Where is Washington?” 

“He’s dead.” 

“I mean the Capital of the United 
States.” 

“Oh, they loaned it all to Europe.” 

“Do you promise to support the 
Constitution?” 

“Me? How canI? I’ve a wife and 
six children to support.” 

—Boston Transcript. 
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No Such Place. “Where did the 
car hit this man?” asked the lawyer 
when questioning the attending 
physician at the trial. 

“At the junction of the dorsal and 
cervical vertebre,’’ responded the 
doctor. 

The foreman of the jury rose in 
his seat and remarked: “I’ve lived 
in this county for upwards of fifty 
years and I never heard of any such 
place; I believe it’s a made-up case.” 

—Buffalo Motorist. 


Technically Correct. Any refer- 
ence to golf should be excuse enough 
to tell the story of the golfer, con- 
fessed slayer of his wife, up before 
the judge who was also a golfer. 

“Tell me,” said the judge, “where 
did you kill your wife?” 

“T killed her in the bunker,” an- 
swered the golfer. 

“What did you kill her with?” 

“T killed her with a mashie nib- 
lick,” said the golfer. 

“Well,” said the judge, “you used 
the right club.” 


Speaking of Helpmates. Eliza— 
“Ah hear you-all’s left yo’ husband, 
Mandy. Is it true?” 

Mandy—“It sure is, Eliza. Dat 
man was so shiftless he couldn’t find 
enough washin’ to keep me me 

—Life. 


Location Inferential. A collection 
attorney received an account accom- 
panied by a request that he “move 
heaven and earth to get this scoun- 
drel.” He replied: “There would be 
no use in moving either locality in 
this instance. The debtor died last 
week.” 

—Utica Gas and Electric News. 


Hot Time with Back Seat Driver. 
Iowa paper—“Firemen were called 
to North 10th street near Main, this 
morning, where an auto had caught 
fire from a crossed wife in the car.” 


Group Conviction. District Attor- 
ney—“What possible excuse did you 
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ENGLISH CASE LAW IS IMPORTANT 
for AMERICAN LAWYERS 


An analysis of the cases cited by the courts of this 
country shows that they go to English decisions for 
authority more frequently than to the decisions of any 
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Reports System and thus provide the American lawyer 
with all the English case law he ordinarily needs. 
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fellows have for acquitting that mur- 
derer?” 

Juryman—“Insanity.” 

District Attorney—‘What! The 
whole twelve of you?” 


“Self-Respecting” Is Good. Loidy 
(in English court)—Can you expect 
any self-respecting woman to be 
sworn at without swearing back?” 


The Doc Provides an Alibi. The 
doctor having recovered his furlined 
garment was reluctant to proceed 
against the culprit. “But, sir,” said 
the policeman, “it was a case of lar- 
ceny, wasn’t it?” 

“Not exactly,” returned the doc- 
tor, “rather a case of misunderstand- 
ing, I think. You see, I told my 
patient he must take something warm 
immediately, and on his way out he 
took my overcoat.” 

—Boston Transcript. 


Comparative Peace. Husband 
(testifying in court)—Her tongue! 
I have to go to football matches 


150 Nassau St., New York City 


every Saturday to get a quiet after- 
noon. 


Compromise Difficult. First Law- 
yer—I hear you are having trouble 
in getting a jury for that automobile 
case. 

Second Lawyer—Yes. We object 
to everybody who owns a car, and 
the other side rules out all who 
don’t. 


The Only Way. Can you keep up 
with your neighbors?” 
“Yes, but I am falling behind with 
my creditors.” 
—Boston Transcript. 


Safety First. An aged woman was 
convicted upon a trial wherein she 
was charged with the offense of car- 
rying concealed a deadly weapon, 
and her punishment fixed at a fine of 
Fifty Dollars and ten days confine- 
ment in the county jail. 

She was delivered into the custody 
of the jailer, when her husband ap- 
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proached the court, asking that she 
be transferred to another county. 
For what purpose, asked the judge: 
Well, you know, judge, it has not 
been many years since some prison- 
ers broke out of this jail. 


Switched Around. “So Bill was 
arrested last night for being drunk 
and driving without lights.” 

“Yes, Bill was lit up and the car 
wasn’t.” 


Non-Committal. “So you were 
visited by burglars last night. What 
did they get?” 

“Practice.” 

“No, no; I mean what did they rob 
you of?” 

“A good night’s rest.” 

“Oh, thunder! You know what 
I mean—did they take anything?” 

“Yes, they took their departure.” 


Come to Think of It.—Judge— 
“Well, John, I can give you this di- 
vorce, but it will cost you three dol- 
lars.” 

John—“Three dollars, boss?” 

Judge—“That’s the fee.” 
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John—“‘Well, boss, I jes’ tell ya, I 
don’t b’lieve I wants no divorce. 
There ain’t three dollars difference 
*’tween dem two wimmen.” 

—Alabama Rammer-Jammer. 


Mr. Henry Peck Again. During 
the impaneling of a jury, the follow- 
ing colloquy occurred: 

“You are a property holder?” 

“Yes, your honor.” 

“Married or single?” 

“I have been married five years, 
your honor.” 

“Have you formed or expressed an 
opinion?” 

“Not for almost five years, your 
honor.” 


Sounds Appropriate. “What do 
you think would be a nice present 
to give a lawyer friend?” 

“Why not a new suit?” 


The Idea! “Didn’t the lawyer 
know you were a movie star?” 

“Hadn’t the least suspicion. Why, 
he offered to get me my divorce with- 
out any publicity.” 
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Again You Can Buy R. Rin, Bee 
ine Lowest Terms Ever Offered 


So great was the 
response to our 
previous special 
low terms offer 
that we have 
again put it into 
effect for a limit- 
ed period. 


Learn about this opportunity by sending 
the card opposite. 





The Lawyers Co-operative Publishing Co. | 


Rochester, N. Y. 150 Nassau Street |} | 


New York City 





This is Your Opportunity to Get That | | 


Set of R.C.L. You’ve Always Wanted 
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The New Co-op U. S. Digest Will 
Be Permanent and Final for a 
Generation at Least 


Perhaps the most important single 
feature and the one which distin- 
guishes the New Co-op U. S. Di- 
gest from all others previously 
published is the pocket supple- 
eat device making it possible to 
this Digest always down to 
date. 


This is similar to the plan that has 
been so successfully employed in 
Mc Kinney’s Consolidated Laws of 
New York, the New U. S. Code 
Annotated, Uniform Laws Anno- 
tated and Vernon’s Texas Stat- 
utes. 


This feature will make the new U. 
S. Digest final and permanent for a 
generation at least. 


No longer will it be necessary 
for the owner to buy expen- 
sive supplements and to consult 
several different alphabets to 


make certain that he has access 
to the latest Supreme Court De- 
cisions. 


At no time will the user have to 
refer to more than two alphabets, 
for these continuations will be 
cumulated each year. 


This service will be furnished sub- 
scribers at a_ reasonable. figure 
which the publishers guarantee 
will not exceed $2.50 annually for 
the next three years at least. 


Three volumes of the Digest are 
now ready for delivery and the 
remaining seven will follow at the 
rate of one approximately every 
sixty days. A special prepubli- 
cation price of $90.00 is now in 
effect and in addition we offer 
liberal allowances for the Old Co- 
op Digest applied against the new. 


For your convenience an order card is attached. Please be sure 
to check the volumes of the old Digest which you have for credit 
and also the method of payment you desire. 


The Lawyers Co-operative Publishing Co. 


Rochester, N. Y. 


150 Nassau Street 
New York City 
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Get the R.C.L. Habit 


{ Get the habit of consulting Ruling 
Case Law when beginning the in- 
vestigation of your propositions. 


{ Instead of a hit or miss search 
just turn to R. C. L. where you'll 
find a concise, authoritative state- 
ment of the legal principles in- 
volved, supported by references to 
the leading and ruling cases which 
have declared the law. 


{ Do this regularly and you'll be 
surprised at the amount of time 
you'll save in preparing your cases. 


We are offering a free reprint of the topic ‘‘Search 

and Seizure’ from Volume 24 R. C. L. A copy 

is yours for the asking if you'll send us the card 
inside back cover. 


The Lawyers Co-operative Publishing Co. 


Rochester, N. Y. 150 Nassau Steeet 








New York City 
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